APPENDIX	487
or drawer of coals ' was 6d. and for a ' bankesman or drawer
up of coals ' 8d.—both without meat and drink *.
The conjecture in the text that piece-work wages were
not unknown at an early period is confirmed by the colliery
accounts of Gower, Glamorganshire, dated 1400, which
show that coal-hewers were paid by the piece 2.
Among the varied forms of employing labour in the
coal-mines one resembles the metayage system, under which
miners surrendered to the owner a fixed proportion of their
output and enjoyed the free disposal of the rest 3. Similar
practices existed in the case of other minerals 4.
1	Hardwick, History of Preston, 406.
2	They are printed in Nef, The Rise oj the British Coal Industry, ii.
Appendix K.
3	Nef, op. cit. ii. 153.	* Supra, pp. 169-170.
(1)	Page 126, note i
We may infer from a comparison of the rates paid to
coal-hewers in 1610 and in 1675 1 that—even allowing for
variations in wage rates in different parts of the country—
wages in the coal-mining industry tended to remain station-
ary after the rise due to the revolution in the level of prices.
It has been surmised that the trend of miners' wages was
exceptional, but the textile workers afford a parallel 2-
1 Supra, pp. 125-126.	* Supra, pp. 33~34«
(2)	Page 126, note 4
Wages were always higher in the northern parts about
Sunderland and Newcastle than in Cumberland. In 1708
a coal-hewer, working on piece-rates, received lod. or I2d. per
score of baskets, which was apparently an average daily
output. The chief banksman had i6d. a day, and the other
banksmen I4d. a day. The charge for two barrowmen was
about 2od. or 22d. a day 1.
* J. C. The Compleat Cottier (1708 : ed. 1845), 35, 39.
(3)	Page 127, note 3
Lord Harley's chaplain speaks in 1725 of 800 keels. This
has been considered * an overstatement on the ground that

